arXiv:2512.04278v1 [math.SG] 3 Dec 2025

ON WEINSTEIN DOMAINS IN SYMPLECTIC MANIFOLDS

THOMAS E. MARK AND BULENT TOSUN

ABSTRACT. We prove that a Weinstein domain symplectically embedded in a closed symplectic
manifold always admits symplectic hypersurfaces in its complement, possibly after a deformation.
As a consequence, we obtain an obstruction for a closed 3-dimensional manifold to arise as the
boundary of a Weinstein domain in a class of symplectic 4-manifolds that includes many sym-
plectic rational surfaces. A particular application is that no Brieskorn homology sphere bounds a
Weinstein domain symplectically embedded in a rational surface diffeomorphic to S x S? or to

CPZ#kCTQ, for any k < 7, despite the fact that many Brieskorn spheres bound Stein domains
holomorphically embedded in these rational surfaces. Several families of Brieskorn spheres are
obtained that do not bound a Weinstein domain in any 4-manifold with a “positive” symplectic
structure. Such Weinstein domains do exist in certain positive symplectic rational surfaces when
k > 8, though their topology is significantly constrained.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and statement of some results. If (X,w) is a symplectic manifold, a contact
type hypersurface in X is a smooth codimension 1 submanifold Y such that there exists a vector
field V' in a neighborhood of Y that is transverse to Y, and is also Liouville in the sense that
Lyw = w. In this case V induces a contact structure £ = ker(tyw|y) on Y that is independent of
the choice of V. If Y is separating, then the closure of the component of X — Y for which V' is
outward-directed is a strong symplectic filling of (Y, &) that we call the “convex side” of Y.

The contact type condition was introduced by Weinstein [65], who observed that under certain
circumstances the characteristic foliation of a contact type hypersurface admits a closed orbit.
These existence results for periodic orbits were greatly generalized and extended in subsequent
years: for example it was shown by Viterbo [64] that for any contact type hypersurface in stan-
dard symplectic R?™, the Reeb vector field—which generates the characteristic foliation—has at
least one closed orbit; and in dimension 3, celebrated work of Taubes [62] shows that a Reeb vec-
tor field always has a closed orbit. In another direction, since contact type hypersurfaces always
have a standard symplectic neighborhood, they are particularly useful in constructions of sym-
plectic manifolds that involve cutting and gluing along hypersurfaces. This paper is motivated
by the following question:

Question 1.1. If (X, w) is a symplectic n-manifold, which smooth closed (n — 1)-manifolds Y admit an
embedding in X as a separating contact type hypersurface?

A fundamental case is that of X = R*™ with its standard symplectic structure, which by
Darboux’s theorem can be seen as the “local version” of this question. Work of Cieliebak and
Eliashberg [12]] shows that if Y is an embedded closed hypersurface in R?™ then, as we review in
Section[1.2|below, Y is isotopic to a contact type hypersurface whenever the domain W C R?™ =
C™ bounded by Y satisfies the complex-analytic condition of rational convexity. When 2m > 4,
Cieliebak-Eliashberg show that the latter is essentially a topological condition on W, and many
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examples can be obtained—thus the local theory of contact type hypersurfaces is quite rich.
Here we will focus on the case dim(X) = 4, where the local theory appears to be much more
constrained. In fact, the following conjecture appears in the work of Weimin Chen:

Conjecture 1.2 ( [10], Conjecture 5.1). If Y C R* is a hypersurface with by(Y) = 0, and the domain
W bounded by Y is rationally convex, then Y is diffeomorphic to S3.

Indeed, no examples of contact type hypersurfaces in R* having vanishing first Betti num-
ber are known (assuming rational convexity or not), except those diffeomorphic to S3. Direct
evidence for Conjecture was obtained in [43], where the authors introduced an obstruction
for a 3-manifold to arise as a contact type hypersurface in R* and used it to rule out various
3-manifolds including all naturally-oriented Brieskorn homology spheres.

The goal of this work is to begin to consider Question [1.1|in a broader context than R*, par-
ticularly the case where X is a closed symplectic 4-manifold. We focus on a stronger condition
on a hypersurface Y C X than the contact type condition, namely that Y arise as the boundary
of a Weinstein domain symplectically embedded in X. This condition can be seen as a symplec-
tic analog of rational convexity, and from this point of view the following is a generalization
of [48] Question 1.2]:

Question 1.3. If (X, w) is a symplectic n-manifold, which smooth n-manifolds W admit an embedding
in X so that (W,w|w) has the structure of a Weinstein domain?

Theorem 1.5(b) of [12] shows that the two conditions (rational convexity and Weinstein) are
equivalent up to isotopy for domains in standard R*™. The main technical result of this paper,
Theorem [I.12]below, can be seen as proving one direction of a similar equivalence in the context
of closed symplectic manifolds. The definition of a Weinstein domain is reviewed in Section 1.2
the boundary of a Weinstein domain in X is in particular a contact type hypersurface.

In the following theorem, we say that a closed symplectic 4-manifold (X, w) is positive if

(e1(X,w) U], [X]) >0,

where ¢;(X,w) denotes the first Chern class of the tangent bundle of X equipped with an w-
compatible almost-complex structure. We may omit either X or w from the notation ¢; (X, w)
if no confusion will arise. This condition is quite restrictive: the only minimal positive sym-
plectic 4-manifolds are diffeomorphic to CP?, S? x S, or a 2-sphere bundle over a higher-genus
surface [41,51], and in particular all such (X,w) have b™ (X ) = 1. If (X, w) is positive, then by per-
forming a symplectic blowup in a sufficiently small ball, it is clear that the manifold X #@2 also
admits a positive symplectic structure. By a rational surface we will mean a smooth 4-manifold

diffeomorphic to S? x S? or to CPQ#k@2 for some k > 0; thus any rational surface admits some
positive symplectic structure. In fact every symplectic structure on a rational surface diffeomor-
phic to S? x S or CPQ#k@2 with & < 9 is positive (cf. Proposition , though in general a
rational surface may also admit non-positive structures.

Using obstructions described below, we find significant restrictions for a Brieskorn sphere to
bound a Weinstein domain symplectically embedded in a positive symplectic rational surface.
Here and throughout, we assume Brieskorn spheres are equipped with their natural orientation
as links of singularities, and that this orientation agrees with that induced as the boundary of the
convex side of a contact type embedding.
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Theorem 1.4. Suppose Y = X(pu,...,pn) is a Brieskorn integer homology sphere that embeds as a con-
tact type hypersurface in a positive symplectic rational surface (X,w), such that the convex side (W, w|w )
is a Weinstein domain. Then:

(1) The intersection form of W is nontrivial, negative definite, and even.

(2) The first Chern class c1(X,w) restricts trivially to W.

(3) The second Betti number of W is bay(W) = 4d(Y') > 0, where d(Y') is the Heegaard Floer d-
invariant.

As a consequence we obtain:

Corollary 1.5. Let (X,w) be a symplectic manifold diffeomorphic to S x S2 or to CP2#kCP", for some
k < 7. Then no Weinstein domain symplectically embedded in X has boundary diffeomorphic to any
Brieskorn homology sphere.

We also obstruct certain families of Brieskorn spheres from bounding a Weinstein domain in
any positive symplectic 4-manifold; see Theorem 1.8and Theorem
In general, however, the bound & < 7 is sharp in Corollary Indeed, it is well known that

the Poincaré homology sphere (2, 3, 5) embeds in a rational elliptic surface £(1) = CPZ#Q@2
as the (negatively oriented) boundary of a Gompf nucleus, which consists of a neighborhoood
of a cusp fiber union a section of the elliptic fibration. This neighborhood can be taken to be
symplectically concave (with respect to a symplectic form compatible with the fibration), and
its complement W is diffeomorphic to a plumbing of cotangent disk bundles over 2-spheres,
plumbed according to the Eg graph [31]]. The latter admits a Weinstein structure that agrees near
the boundary with the symplectic structure on the concave neighborhood (using, for example,
the fact that the Poincaré sphere has just one fillable contact structure), hence the symplectic
structure on the nucleus extends this Weinstein structure as a symplectic structure to all of E(1).

This shows ¥(2, 3, 5) bounds a Weinstein domain in (CP2#9C7PQ, and by blowing down the sec-
tion contained in the nucleus (a symplectic sphere of self-intersection —1), we find ¥(2,3,5) as

the boundary of a Weinstein domain in CP2#8CP".
On the other hand, Theorem [1.4] and Corollary [1.5] are strictly symplectic results. Indeed, for
any relatively prime p, ¢ > 2, Gompf [32, Theorem 4.1] has exhibited holomorphic embeddings

of a Stein domain W), ; in any chosen complex structure on CPQ#@2, whose boundary is the
Brieskorn sphere X(p, ¢, pg + 1); one anticipates many more such examples as k grows. Corollary
implies that it is not possible to arrange that these Stein domains are symplectically embed-
ded, for any symplectic structure on the ambient manifold.

In other words, there are many Brieskorn spheres that abstractly bound Weinstein (actu-
ally, Stein) domains with very simple topology—in Gompf’s examples, just a 0-handle and a
2-handle—which embed smoothly (actually, holomorphically) in a rational ruled surface diffeo-

morphic to CP? #@Q, but nevertheless the Brieskorn spheres do not bound any domains therein
that are Weinstein with respect to the ambient symplectic structure.

From the point of view of complex geometry, the results of [6] mentioned below imply that
Gompf’s Stein domains are not rationally convex, regardless of the ambient complex algebraic
structure.

Remark 1.6. Gompf asks in [32, Question 4.3] whether it is possible to embed a Brieskorn sphere
in a rational ruled surface as the boundary of a pseudoconvex (i.e. Stein) domain whose inter-
section matrix is (+1). Our results do not address this question, but Theorem [1.4(1) shows that
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the corresponding question for Brieskorn spheres bounding Weinstein domains, in any positive
symplectic rational surface, has a negative answer.

The results above follow from a general obstruction for a contact manifold (Y, ) to bound
a Weinstein domain in a positive symplectic manifold. To state it, recall that Heegaard Floer
theory associates to any closed oriented 3-manifold Y a homology group HF*(Y), and to a
positive contact structure £ on Y an element ¢t (£) € HF ™ (—Y) where —Y stands for Y with the
opposite of the given orientation. Here we take Floer homology with coefficients in F = Z/2Z.
While HF*(Y) is always infinite-dimensional over F, it admits a finite-dimensional quotient
HF,.q(Y), the reduced Heegaard Floer homology. For a contact structure { on Y we write ¢,¢q(&)
for the image of ¢ (£) under the quotient HF — HF, .

Theorem 1.7. Let (Y, &) be a connected contact 3-manifold and (X, w) a closed symplectic 4-manifold.
Assume (Y, &) admits an embedding in X as a separating contact type hypersurface, with convex side
(W, w|w).
a) If there exists a connected, embedded symplectic surface ¥ C X — W of genus g, whose self-
intersection satisfies ¥ - 3 > max{0,2g — 2}, then ¢,.q(§) = 0.
b) If (X, w) is positive, and (W, w|w ) admits the structure of a Weinstein domain, then a surface as
in (a) exists, possibly after a deformation of W through Weinstein domains.

For a given 3-manifold Y/, the constraint ¢,.4(§) = 0in Theoremmay obstruct some contact
structures on Y from bounding Weinstein domains in positive symplectic manifolds but not
others. Indeed, this situation arises for certain Brieskorn spheres, giving rise to Theorem 1.4 as
stated. On the other hand, we can exhibit infinite families of Brieskorn spheres that do not bound
Weinstein domains in any positive symplectic manifold: a sample result is as follows.

Theorem 1.8. Let p,q > 2 be relatively prime, and let n be a positive integer. Let Y be an oriented 3-
manifold diffeomorphic to X(p, ¢, npq+1) (forany n > 1) or to X(p, ¢, npqg—1) (forany n > 2). If (X, w)
is a positive symplectic 4-manifold, then no Weinstein domain in X has boundary orientation-preserving
diffeomorphic to Y.

Theorem [L.§|follows from Corollary 2.6land Proposition 3.1}

Returning to Question consider the case X = CP? with its essentially unique symplectic
structure. Despite the constraints that follow from Corollary there are many more rational
homology spheres that appear as contact type hypersurfaces in CP? than seem to arise in R%.
Motivated by the examples known to the authors, we ask:

Question 1.9. Let Y be a contact type hypersurface in CP2. Is the convex side of Y necessarily a
Weinstein domain?

Question 1.10. Let (Y, &) be a contact type hypersurface in CP?, with by(Y) = 0. Is it the case that
HFred(Y,ﬁg) =07

Here s, indicates the spin® structure associated to the contact structure {. A 3-manifold Y with
b1(Y) = 0and HF,.4(Y,s) = 0 for all s is called an L-space; if Y is an integer homology sphere
then it carries just one spin® structure, and therefore the condition in Question is equivalent
to Y being an L-space in that case. A positive answer to Question would be a significant
strengthening of Theorem in the case of CP?, which asserts only that the single element
Cred(§) of HE.cq(—Y,5¢) = HF,cq(Y, 5¢) is trivial (and only under the Weinstein condition).
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To add context to Questions|1.9/and we review some of the known examples of contact
type hypersurfaces in small rational surfaces.

e If L C X is a Lagrangian submanifold, then a suitable neighborhood of L is a symplec-
tically embedded Weinstein domain; this is also true if L is allowed to have certain sorts
of singularities. Thus, for example, one can find Lagrangian tori in a Darboux chart on
X, giving rise to contact type hypersurfaces diffeomorphic to 7°. In an analogous vein,
a construction due to Nemirovski and Siegel [48] exhibits the trivial disk bundle over
any orientable surface ¥ of positive genus as a Weinstein neighborhood of a (singular)
Lagrangian in C?, and similar with certain disk bundles over non-orientable surfaces.
Hence in particular we can find ¥ x S! embedded as a contact type hypersurface in a
Darboux chart in any symplectic 4-manifold. The structure of HF,¢q(X x S 1) is known
and nontrivial in the relevant spin® structure when the genus of ¥ is at least 2 [36,57],
thus a condition on b; (Y’) is necessary for a positive answer to Question

e A particularly interesting family is the collection of “Lagrangian pinwheels” £, , studied
by Evans and Smith [24], some of which can be found in CP2. The corresponding con-
tact type hypersurfaces are lens spaces L(p?, pg — 1), which certainly have HF,.; = 0.
Remarkably, Evans and Smith show that such a pinwheel exists in CP? if and only if
p is a member of a triple of positive integers (z,y, z) satisfying the Markov equation
2% + y? + 22 = 3zyz, and in fact it follows from their work that the corresponding lens
spaces are exactly the ones arising as contact type hypersurfaces in CP?. It was shown
in [52] that infinitely many lens spaces not on this list embed smoothly in CP2.

e If a C C X is a singular symplectic curve in the sense of [30] (for example, a singu-
lar algebraic curve) having positive self-intersection, then C has a symplectically concave
neighborhood N (C) whose boundary is a contact type hypersurface. This gives a variety
of such hypersurfaces Y C CP? an illustrative family is that arising from the rational
unicuspidal curves whose singularity has only one Puiseaux pair. In this case Y is diffeo-
morphic to the result of a negative surgery along a negative torus knot (see [25] for the
full classification), and is an L-space. See Section for additional discussion.

e In general, if C' is a rational cuspidal curve in CP? with more than one singularity, then
the corresponding contact type hypersurface Y has b;(Y) = 0 but is not an L-space.
However, it can be shown that the answer to Question is positive in this case: see
Proposition Regarding Question it can be shown via standard Kaher geometry
that the complement of such a curve admits a Weinstein (even Stein) structure; see [29]
for a symplectic perspective similar to ours.

e In Section below, we describe a family of contractible 4-manifolds W,, admitting We-

instein structures that embed symplectically in the small rational surface (CP2#3@2 (see
Proposition [3.5). Necessarily the corresponding contact structure has ¢,.s = 0, however,
the integer homology sphere Y = 0W is not an L-space. In other words, Question [1.10]
has a negative answer if CP? is replaced by a larger symplectic manifold, even a positive
one.

Ht is an elementary observation that a symplectic 4-manifold with b™ = 1 does not contain any embedded ori-
entable Lagrangian surfaces of genus g > 1; see for example [9, Remark 1.2]. For a more difficult proof of a weaker
result, one can also use Theorem|1.7|to obstruct such embeddings in positive symplectic manifolds.
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We note that it is a longstanding open problem whether there exist any irreducible integer ho-
mology sphere L-spaces other than S% and the Poincaré sphere, up to orientation. In particular,
a positive answer to Question would exclude a great many integer homology spheres that
bound Stein domains holomorphically embedded in CP? (or even C2) from being isotopic to
contact type hypersurfaces—and hence the corresponding domains from being rationally con-
vex up to deformation.

We close this section with a couple of additional remarks.

Remark 1.11. (1) Itisnot hard to see that any Brieskorn sphere, indeed any suitably-oriented
Seifert 3-manifold, admits a contact type embedding in some positive symplectic rational
surface X: see Section In the construction we describe, the convex side of such an
embedding is not Weinstein, and indeed typically cannot be in light of the results above.
In some cases, it is possible to modify the symplectic form on the convex side in such a
way that it becomes Weinstein; in this situation the resulting symplectic structure on X
is non-positive except possibly in the circumstances allowed by Theorem[1.7]

(2) For Y to admit a separating contact type embedding in any (X, w), certainly Y must sup-
port a strongly symplectically fillable contact structure . Granted this, if W is a strong
symplectic filling of (Y, &), then by adding a “symplectic cap” [19,21,28] one can construct
a closed symplectic 4-manifold X = WUy Z containing Y as a separating contact type hy-
persurface. Thus any strongly fillable (Y, £) admits a separating contact type embedding
in some (X,w), and the interest of Question [1.1]lies in having fixed X ahead of time. Al-
ternatively, one could fix Y and ask for possible constraints on X: in particular one might
ask what is the “simplest” 4-manifold into which Y admits a contact type embedding.
Analogous remarks apply in the context of Question where a “cap” for a Weinstein
manifold (equivalently by [11], a Stein manifold) was first obtained by Lisca-Mati¢ [40].

1.2. Additional context and main structural theorem. Here we review the notion of rational
convexity and its relationship with symplectic topology, and state the central result leading to
Theorem [1.7]

A subset W in a smooth complex algebraic variety X is rationally convex if through every point
p € X — W there passes an algebraic hypersurface that is disjoint from W. While rational con-
vexity is a classical topic in complex analysis, a variety of results in recent decades indicate that
rational convexity has close connections with symplectic geometry. An instance of this connec-
tion is a result of Duval-Sibony [17] and Nemirovski [49]: it states that a domain W C C" is
rationally convex if and only if it admits a Stein structure (W, ¢) whose associated Kédhler form
extends as a Kdhler form to all of C". Here a “domain” means a compact subset that is the clo-
sure of a connected open subset with smooth boundary, and a domain is Stein if it can be written
as the sub-level set of an exhausting, strictly plurisubharmonic function ¢ defined in a neigh-
borhood of the domain. In this case the form w, = —dd°yp is the associated symplectic (Kdhler)
form.

Recall that a Weinstein domain is a tuple (W,w, ¢, V) where W is a compact manifold with
boundary, w a symplectic form on W, ¢ : W — [0, ¢] is a Morse function on W such that 0W =
¢~ 1(c) and ¢ has no critical points on W, and V is a complete Liouville vector field on W
that is gradient-like for ¢ (we use the terminology of [11]). As mentioned previously, Cieliebak-
Eliashberg proved that a Stein domain W C C" is rationally convex if and only if, after an
isotopy, it admits a Weinstein structure that is symplectically embedded in (R*", wg).
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The characterization of rational convexity by Duval-Sibony and Nemirovsky was extended to
projective complex manifolds by Boudreaux, Gupta and Shafikov [6]: they showed that a Stein
domain W C X in such a manifold is rationally convex if and only if an associated Kéhler form
w, on W extends to all of X as a Kdhler form wx having integral periods. From a symplectic point
of view, a Stein domain is a particular kind of Weinstein domain, and the result of Boudreaux-
Gupta-Shafikov implies that rational convexity of (the Stein domain) W C X is equivalent to the
condition that (the associated Weinstein domain) W be symplectically embedded in (X, wx) for
appropriate wx.

Our main result can be seen as a purely symplectic version of one direction of the result of [6]:
essentially, that Weinstein domains in closed symplectic manifolds satisfy a version of rational
convexity (in particular, the ambient manifold need not be algebraic nor even admit an inte-
grable complex structure). To give the statement, note that if (W, w, ¢, V') is a Weinstein domain
then the flow ®_; of V is defined for all t > 0, and we write W; for the image ®_;(W'). Observe
that W; C W is again a Weinstein domain (with the restrictions of w and V) that is conformally
symplectomorphic to W by ®_;. Throughout the paper, if we refer to a Weinstein domain con-
tained in a larger symplectic manifold, we aways assume that the Weinstein domain is equipped
with the symplectic structure induced from the ambient manifold.

While our applications in Section [1.1{ concern dimension 4, the following holds in all dimen-
sions.

Theorem 1.12. Let (X,w) be a closed 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold such that the class 5= [w] is
integral, and W C X a Weinstein domain in X. Let p € X — W. Then for any sufficiently large integer
k, there exists a smooth, codimension-2 symplectic submanifold ¥ containing p, with homology class [X]
Poincaré dual to the class %[u}], such that ¥ C X — W, for all sufficiently large t.

Thus, except for the requirement that the domain W be “contracted” (that is, replaced by W;
for some ¢ > 0 that may depend on p), we see that Weinstein domains W C X are “symplecti-
cally rationally convex.” We do not know if the contraction of W is truly necessary, but as our
applications are insensitive to this detail we do not pursue the question. Note that the require-
ment that the class 5-[w] be integral is easy to arrange by a small perturbation of w followed by
a dilation, and also does not restrict our applications. In fact, the existence of symplectic sub-
manifolds in the complement of a Weinstein domain holds without the integrality assumption
on 5-[w], cf. Section

The proof of Theorem uses approximately holomorphic techniques introduced by Don-
aldson [16]], and in particular the submanifold ¥ dual to % [w] is obtained as the zero locus of one
of a suitable sequence of sections {o},} of tensor powers L®* of a line bundle with ¢; (L) = 3= [w].
Such a submanifold ¥ is often referred to as a Donaldson divisor. Our proof is an adaptation of an
argument given by Auroux, Gayet and Mohsen [3], who proved that an isotropic submanifold
L C X of a symplectic manifold is symplectically rationally convex—itself the symplectic analog
of a result of Guedj [33] in the algebraic setting.

It is natural to ask about the hypotheses of Theorem particularly the condition that W C
X be Weinstein. Clearly if a submanifold ¥ as in the statement is contained in X — W, then w|y
must be exact: thus a natural weaker condition is that W be merely a Liouville domain. This
requires the existence of a Liouville vector field V' on W, directed out of W, but not that V' be
gradient-like for a Morse function on 1. We do not know whether Theorem[I.12]as stated holds
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in this case. However, if one requires that the submanifold ¥ be obtained as a Donaldson divisor,
then it certainly does not, which we can see as follows.

Consider a 4-dimensional Liouville domain W with disconnected boundary 0W = Yj U Y;.
(The first examples of such manifolds were found by McDuff [45].) Each of Y, and Y; inherits
a contact structure, which admit concave caps Vy and Vi by the constructions of [19,21,28]. In-
deed, these constructions are quite flexible, and one can arrange that V5 and V; have substantial
topology—in particular, we can ensure that neither of their symplectic forms is exact. The union
X = Vo Uy, WUy, Vi is a closed symplectic 4-manifold containing W as a symplectically embed-
ded Liouville domain, and by the conditions on Vj and V;, any symplectic submanifold ¥ C X
with [¥] Poincaré dual to 5= [w] must meet both V; and V;. However, it is known that if k is
sufficiently large and ¥ is obtained as a Donaldson divisor, then X is connected [16, Proposition
39], hence must also intersect W.

1.3. Organization and acknowledgements. We give the proof of Theorem Corollary
and Theorem in Section |2, along with some additional corollaries of the latter. Section
illustrates the results with examples and applications, including the proof of Theorem The
proof of Theorem is in Section [4}

The authors would like to thank Denis Auroux, T. J. Li, Tye Lidman, Sam Lisi, and Laura Stark-
ston for helpful communications and conversations related to this work. We are also grateful to
Blake Boudreaux, Purvi Gupta, and Rasul Shafikov for stimulating discussions at the Banff Inter-
national Research Station, and to the BIRS center for providing an environment encouraging to
these interactions. Thomas Mark was supported in part by grants from the Simons Foundation
(numbers 523795 and 961391). Biilent Tosun was supported in part by grants from National Sci-
ence Foundation (DMS2105525 and CAREER DMS 2144363) and the Simons Foundation (2023
Simons Fellowship). He also acknowledges the support by the Charles Simonyi Endowment at
the Institute for Advanced Study.

2. PROOF OF THEOREMS[I.4] AND

2.1. Obstruction to Weinstein boundaries. First we prove Theorem [1.7| and some additional
corollaries, assuming Theoremm

Proof of Theorem[I.7(a). First, it follows from [26] that since ¥ has positive self-intersection, a
small tubular neighborhood D of ¥ is symplectically concave: that is, there is a Liouville field
defined near 9D and pointing transversely into D. Hence, the manifold

Z = X — (Int(W) U Int(D))

is a strong symplectic cobordism from (Y, &) to S = —0D with an induced contact structure 7.

Second, note if g > 1 then S is diffeomorphic to a circle bundle over X having degree —¥-¥ <
2 — 2g (the sign is because we have reversed orientation). In other words, S is a circle bundle
whose degree is “large” in absolute value compared to the genus ¢(3). In this situation, a result
of Ozsvath and Szab6 [58, Theorem 5.6] shows that HF,.q4(—S) = 0, or equivalently that the
natural map HF>(—S) — HF*(—S) is surjective. The same conclusion holds for g = 0, since
in this case S is S® or a lens space, which also have HF,.; = 0. Necessarily then, the contact
invariant ¢(n) € HF*(—9) is in the image of HF>® — HF'*.

Finally, recall that the contact invariant is natural under strong symplectic cobordisms. This
is a result of Echeverria [18], who showed that if Z : Y — S is such a cobordism, then the
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homomorphism in monopole Floer homology HM (=S) — HM (=Y) induced by Z with the
spin® structure determined by w carries ¢(n) to ¢(£). Recall that monopole Floer homology of a
3-manifold M is isomorphic to Heegaard Floer homology via isomorphisms

AM(M)= HF~(M) HMM)=HF®(M) HM(M)=HF"(M)

that respect the decompositions along spin® structures and also commute with the maps in the
long exact sequences relating the groups [14,37]]. Moreover, the isomorphism preserves the con-
tact invariant [13]. Hence the monopole contact invariant lies in the image of HM — HM if
and only if the Heegaard Floer contact invariant is in the image of HF'> — HF't. Echeverria’s
result, together with the equivariance of homomorphisms induced by cobordisms, implies that
the former property holds for the monopole contact invariant of (Y, &), and hence so does the
latter property for the Heegaard Floer contact invariant. This completes the proof of Theorem
Note that our somewhat circuitous logic is necessary because the isomorphisms between
monopole and Heegaard Floer groups are not currently known to commute with maps induced
by cobordisms, so strictly Echeverria’s result is not known in the Heegaard Floer setting. While
Theorem |1.7|could equivalently be formulated in terms of monopole Floer homology, the results
we need from [43] for our applications here are derived using calculational tools in Heegaard
Floer theory and we stick with the latter language for that reason. O

Proof of Theorem[T.7(b). Assume that (X, w) has the property that 5-[w] is an integral cohomology
class. We show how to remove this condition in Section 4.3

Let W C X be a Weinstein domain with boundary the contact manifold (Y,&). By Theorem
[1.12)we may assume that for a sufficiently large integer k and after contracting I suitably, there
is a symplectic surface > embedded in the complement of W, representing the class Poincaré
dual to % [w]. Note that, as a Donaldson divisor, ¥ is connected [16} Proposition 39].

Since ¥ is symplectic, we have the adjunction formula

(1(X),X)=2-29(X)+ 23,

In particular, if (X,w) is a positive symplectic manifold then since [¥] is a positive multiple of
5-[w], the left side of the equation above is positive. Since clearly ¥ - £ > 0, it follows that

¥ -3 > max{0,29(X) — 2}. O

Remark 2.1. It is known by the work of many authors that if w is a positive symplectic structure
on a 4-manifold X, then w is a Kéhler form: see [39, Proposition 1.10], and [38] for additional
references. Using this it is also possible to deduce Theorem[I.7(b) from the results of Boudreaux-
Gupta-Shafikov [6] in Kdhler geometry.

2.2. Suitable 3-manifolds. Observe that Theorem [I.7]applies to a particular contact structure &
on Y, providing an obstruction for (Y, ¢) to arise as a Weinstein boundary. If, as in the context
of Question one wishes to use Theorem [1.7] to exclude a given 3-manifold Y from arising
this way one is a priori obliged to consider all possible contact structures on Y, or at least all
the Weinstein fillable ones. Let us say that a 3-manifold Y is suitable if every Weinstein fillable
contact structure £ on Y has the property that ¢,.4(§) # 0. We will say Y is strongly suitable if the
same condition holds for all strongly filllable contact structures. Theorem[I.7]immediately gives:

Corollary 2.2. No suitable 3-manifold Y is the oriented boundary of a Weinstein domain in a positive
symplectic manifold. O
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We say a rational surface is small if it is diffeomorphic to S2 % 82 or to CPQ#k@2 with k£ < 9.
The the following is a consequence of long-established results in the literature:

Proposition 2.3 (see [59]] and references cited therein). Every symplectic structure on a small rational
surface is positive. O

Thus:

Corollary 2.4. No suitable 3-manifold bounds a Weinstein domain symplectically embedded in any small
rational surface. O

Checking that a given Y is (strongly) suitable is typically difficult, as it appears to require
a classification of fillable contact structures on Y and a calculation of ¢,.4 for each. However,
we can exhibit some infinite families of suitable 3-manifolds. We focus on the case that Y is a
Brieskorn homology sphere Y = 3(pi,...,py). Recall that this means Y arises as the link of a
certain normal complex surface singularity, and in particular Y is diffeomorphic to the bound-
ary of a negative-definite plumbed 4-manifold Xt (a minimal good resolution of the singularity;
see [43] and the references cited there for additional detail). Note that a Brieskorn sphere inher-
its a preferred orientation as the boundary of X, and all our results assume this orientation.
Furthermore, every Brieskorn sphere admits a Weinstein fillable contact structure, often many
such.

A general result regarding suitability of Brieskorn spheres was obtained by the authors in [43]:

Theorem 2.5. [43| Theorem 5.1] If the intersection form of Xr is diagonalizable over the integers, then
every strongly fillable contact structure & on X(p1,...,pn) = 0Xr has ceq(§) # 0. In other words,
X(p1, ..., pn) is strongly suitable.

As cases of Theorem 2.5, we have:

Corollary 2.6. Any Brieskorn sphere whose Heegaard Floer d-invariant vanishes is strongly suitable.
This includes:

(1) Any Brieskorn sphere Y that bounds a rational homology ball, for example the Brieskorn spheres
bounding contractible 4-manifolds obtained by Casson-Harer [§].
(2) The Brieskorn sphere ¥(p, q, npq + 1), for relatively prime integers p, q > 2 and integer n > 1.

Proof. The Heegaard Floer d-invariant d(Y') € Z of an oriented integer homology sphere Y has
the property that if d(Y) = 0 then the intersection form of any negative-definite 4-manifold
with boundary Y is diagonalizable: this follows from [56, Corollary 9.7] and Elkies’ theorem
(see [20, Theorem 1] or [56, Theorem 9.5]). In particular, for a Brieskorn sphere Y with d(Y) = 0,
the corresponding plumbed manifold Xt has diagonalizable intersection form, and therefore Y’
is strongly suitable. Furthermore, any homology 3-sphere that bounds a rational homology ball
has d(Y') = 0 [56], which gives the first statement.

For the second claim, it was shown by Némethi [47, Section 5.6.2] (see also [63, Equation (1)])
that the d-invariant of X(p, ¢, npg + 1) is zero. (Note that some members of this family bound
contractible 4-manifolds, others do not, and for some it is unknown.) O

Theorem [2.5]is not a characterization of suitability, as we see from Proposition3.1|below. Note
that the Poincaré sphere (2, 3, 5) is not suitable, since H F..q(—X(2, 3,5)) = 0. Additional exam-
ples of non-suitable Brieskorn spheres include the family ¥(p, ¢, pg — 1) for p even and ¢ = pk +1
with k odd; see the discussion in Section (3.1
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2.3. Constraints on Brieskorn spheres in rational surfaces.

Proof of Theorem[I.4} Recall that for a contact structure £ on a rational homology sphere Y, the

contact invariant ¢t (¢) lies in the group H F}:r( 6 (—Y), where the grading h(¢) is equal to

(1) h(g) = —1(H(X, J) = 30(X) — 2¢(X)) —

N[

Here (X, J) is any compact almost-complex 4-manifold with 9X = Y such that ¢ is positively
J-invariant.

Now, the Floer homology HFT(—Y) is a module over the polynomial ring F[U] (where U
carries degree —2), and for any contact structure the class ¢(¢) lies in ker(U). Moreover, for an
integer homology sphere Y one can find an isomorphism HF"(-Y) = T," & M, where M is
isomorphic to a sum of cyclic modules of the form F[U]/U¥, and T+ = F[U,U~!]/UF[U]. The
subscript d indicates the smallest degree of a nonzero element of 7, and by definition is the
d-invariant d(—Y). In particular ker(U) N 7, is one-dimensional and lies in degree d. Finally,
the subgroup 7" is characterized as the kernel of the projection HF ™ (-Y) — HE.L ,(-Y) = M,
and therefore the condition that ¢,¢4(¢) = 0 is equivalent to the claim ¢(§) € ker U N T;".

It follows that if h(§) # d(—Y), then ¢(£) does not lie in the kernel of HFt — HF,.q, or
equivalently ¢,q(&) # 0.

A property of the d-invariant is that d(Y) > 0 if Y bounds a negative-definite 4-manifold,
and similarly, d(Y) < 0if Y is the oriented boundary of a positive-definite 4-manifold. Since a
Brieskorn sphere Y always bounds a negative-definite plumbed 4-manifold X1, we have d(Y') >
0, and we have already pointed out that if d(Y") = 0 then the intersection form of Xt is diagonal-
izable.

Let Y be a Brieskorn homology sphere embedded in a positive symplectic rational surface
(X,w) as the boundary of a Weinstein domain. By the remarks above and Theorem we
must have d(Y) > 0. Then Y separates X into two components as X = X4 Uy Xp, neither
of which can be a homology ball (because if Y bounds a homology ball then d(Y) = 0). There
is a corresponding nontrivial decomposition of the integer homology H(X) = A & B where
A = Hy(X4) and B = H(Xp). This decomposition is orthogonal with respect to the intersection
form Q) x on Hz(X), and @ x restricts to unimodular symmetric bilinear forms 4 and @ g on the
factors. By additivity of the signature, exactly one of these intersection forms is negative definite:
let us assume it is @ 4.

We claim that Y must be oriented as the boundary of X4, and hence X4 = W is the convex
side of the contact type embedding and a Weinstein domain. Indeed, if the opposite were true
then we would have —Y = 0X 4, which would imply —d(Y) = d(—Y') > 0 since X4 is negative
definite, contradicting our condition d(Y) > 0. Thus the intersection form of the Weinstein
domain bounded by Y is nontrivial and negative definite.

Let & be the contact structure induced on Y by X 4. According to [11], we can equip X4 with
a Stein structure J deformation equivalent to the Weinstein structure. A theorem of Ozsvath,
Stipsicz and Szabd [54] states that if (Y, €) is a contact manifold admitting a Stein filling (X 4, J),
such that the Euler class e(§) is trivial and the Chern class ¢;(J) is nontrivial, then ¢;..4(&) # 0.
Triviality of e(§) is automatic for our integral homology sphere Y, so we see that nonvanishing
of ¢1(X 4) violates Theorem Hence the restriction of ¢;(X) to X 4 must vanish. Since ¢;(X 4)
is always a characteristic vector for () 4, its vanishing implies that @ 4 is an even form.
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Now consider the grading h(&) of the contact invariant. We can use X4 with the complex
structure J in the formula (I), which reduces easily to

h(&) = —1ba(X ).

We have seen that a necessary condition for ¢,¢q(§) = 0 is that h(§) = d(-Y). It follows that
ba(Xa) =4d(Y). O

Proof of Corollary[1.5} This follows from Theorem [I.4] because if a Brieskorn sphere Y bounds a
Weinstein domain W in a rational surface X, then since W is negative definite we have b~ (X) >
b= (W) = be(W) = 4d(Y) > 8, where the last inequality holds since d(Y") is always an even
integer and we have seen it must be strictly positive. Alternatively, we note that the smallest
rank of a negative definite, unimodular, even, symmetric bilinear form over Z is 8. O

3. APPLICATIONS AND EXAMPLES

3.1. Non-suitable Brieskorn spheres. In this section we complete the proof of Theorem [1.8]and
provide some explicit examples of non-suitable Brieskorn spheres.

Proposition 3.1. Consider the family of Brieskorn homology spheres ¥(p,q,npq — 1), for p,q > 1
relatively prime, and n > 1.

(1) If n > 1, then X(p, q,npq — 1) is strongly suitable, hence bounds no Weinstein domain in a
positive symplectic 4-manifold.

(2) Forn =1, there is at most one fillable contact structure £y on 3(p, q, pq — 1) for which c,cq(&§o) =
0.

(3) The condition c,eq(&o) = 0 occurs for infinitely many pairs (p, q), so for such pairs ¥(p, q,pg—1)
is not suitable.

It seems an interesting question to determine, given (p, ¢, ), what is the smallest value of k so

that X(p, ¢, ) bounds a Weinstein domain in some symplectic structure on CP2#kCP".
To begin the proof, we first note that 3(p, ¢, pgn — 1) is the result of —% surgery on the negative
torus knot T), _, where 1 < p < ¢ relatively prime and n > 1. We can also describe this mani-

fold as the small Seifert fibered space M (—2; %, %*, %) where p* and ¢* are multiplicative
inverses of p and ¢, respectively: specifically, we require 0 < p* < ¢ and pp* = 1 mod ¢, and
0 < ¢* <pand qq¢* =1 mod p (see, for example, [53, Lemma 4.4], noting the orientation reversal
and negative reciprocals in Seifert invariants). A surgery diagram for X(p, ¢, npq — 1) is shown in
Figure[I] We also note that this Seifert fibered space arises as the boundary of a negative definite
plumbed 4-manifold Xr, , ,, and we start by describing the plumbing diagram for this manifold.

Recall that for a sequence of integers a1, ..., a,,, the associated “negative” continued fraction
is

1

[a1,a2,...,am]” = a1 —
as —

1

am

A negative rational number —Z has a unique expression —% = [—ay1, ..., —a,] ", if one requires
aj > 2 for each j > 2. Furthermore, the —Z Dehn surgery on an unknot is equivalent to surgery

on a simple “chain” of unknots with coefficients —ay, ..., —a,,. This procedure allows us to
convert the surgery diagram of Figure [I|into an integer surgery diagram on a link of unknots:



ON WEINSTEIN DOMAINS IN SYMPLECTIC MANIFOLDS 13

-2
—— /
_D _4q9 __pgn=1
q p* (pg—1)n—1

_9.¢ p* (qul)nfl)
»p? g’ pgn—1

FIGURE 1. Surgery diagram for ¥(p, ¢, npg — 1) = M(
the link is described by a starshaped graph having a single vertex of valence 3 and three “legs”,
where vertices correspond to unknots and edges to simple linking. The surgery coefficients are
—2 on the central vertex, and on the vertices in the legs they are given by the negative continued

fraction coefficients of — £, —-% and — 241
q P (pg—T)n—1
It is a straightforward exercise to see that the continued fraction for —# is
pgn — 1 _
_ =[-2,--, -2, -3 -2 ... —2
(a—Dn—1_ /
pq—2 n—2
ifn>1and .
B -
pq—2
pq—2
ifn=1.

We next follow a standard procedure of converting the handle diagram for Xr, , into a Leg-
endrian surgery diagram of a link of Legendrian unknots L;. To do so, first realize each unknot
in the diagram for Xr,  as a standard Legendrian unknot with b = —1 and rot = 0. Then
stabilize each component a number of times according to the corresponding weight of the vertex
(or equivalently the entry in the continued fractions mentioned above): namely, if —n; < —2is
the weight of the vertex, then then we stabilize L; a total of n; — 2 times to yield a Legendrian
unknot with tb = —n; + 1. Attaching a Stein 2-handle along each of these Legendrians yields a
Stein structure J on Xr, ., hence a fillable contact structure on X(p, ¢, pgn — 1). Moreover, after
tixing the orientations, we have

<61(J), Sz> = TOt(LZ‘),
where §; is (the homology class of) a capped off Seifert surface for L;. We note that each stabiliza-
tion of L; can be chosen to be positive or negative, and changes rot(L;) by £1 correspondingly.
This yields n; — 1 possible rotation numbers rot(L;). In particular, if n; is odd, then the cor-
responding rotation number is necessarily nonzero. We organize all possible rotation numbers
rot(L;) into a vector rot. A result of Lisca-Matic [40, Theorem 1.2] determines that different
Chern classes (or equivalently different rot vectors) must induce non-isotopic contact structures
on the boundary. In [23] it is proven that all strongly fillable (indeed all tight) contact structures
on X(p, q,pgn — 1) come from this procedure. In particular, the vector rot enumerates all fillable
structures on X(p, ¢, pgn—1). With this understood, we can proceed with the proof of Proposition

B.1
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Proof of Proposition[3.1(1). In this case, as we assume n > 1, we have

pgn — 1 9.
(pg—1)n—1 =1C

—3,-2,--,-2).

pqg—2 n—2

In particular, because of the entry —3, regardless of the weights on the other two legs, we have
rot # 0. In other words, corresponding to any fillable contact structure on X(p, ¢, pgn — 1), we
have a Stein structure on Xt , . whose first Chern class is nonvanishing. On the other hand since
Y(p,q,pgn — 1) is a homology sphere we have c;(s¢) = 0 for any fillable £ on X(p, ¢, pgn — 1).
We have already recalled that [54, proof of Corollary 1.5] implies that a contact structure { with
c1(s¢) = 0 that admits a Stein filling with nonzero first Chern class must have c,¢q(&) # 0. O

Proof of Proposition 2 ). Aswe have just seen, each strongly fillable contact structure £ on X(p, ¢, pg—
1) is filled by a distinct Stein structure J¢ on X, ;1. Moreover, if ¢ (J¢) # 0 then ¢;¢4(§) # 0. Thus
the only candidate for a fillable contact structure &, having c¢,.q(&) = 0 is one filled by a Stein
structure with ¢i(Jg,) = 0, and by the classification in [23] there is at most one such contact
structure. g

Proof of Proposition [3.1(3). We have seen that & is characterized as arising from a Legendrian di-
agram for X, ;1 in which all rotation numbers are zero, or equivalently that the corresponding
Chern class vanishes. Note that such a diagram is possible if and only if all coefficients in the
continued fraction expansions of ——*, —Z and — are even. Since —gg—:; =[-2,---,-2]7,
we focus on the other two fractions.

Observe that for ¢ = pk + 1, we have ¢* = 1 and p* = (p — 1)k + 1, and the simple expansions

p _
—_ — _p
= [—p]
q pk+1 _
A e e N S S A
p—

for each £ > 1. Thus, the pairs (p, pk + 1) with p even and k odd satisfy the property that all
coefficients of the continued fractions are even, and correspond to the family ¥(p, pk + 1, p(pk +
1) — 1) of Brieskorn spheres. A plumbing diagram for the corresponding Xt is in Figure

We claim that no member of this family is suitable. Equivalently, we claim that for p even and
k odd, if & is the contact structure on X(p, pk + 1,p(pk + 1) — 1) filled by a Stein structure on
X, pk+1,1 with vanishing Chern class, then c¢,.q(£p) = 0. A sketch of the argument is as follows.

First, we apply the grading formula (1) to X, ,x+1,1, which is negative-definite and has ¢ (J¢,) =
0. Counting handles in the diagram (see Figure [2), we find that the contact invariant for &, lies
in degree h(&) = —1p(pk + 2).

On the other hand, according to Theorem 1 of [63], we have that for —Y = S3(T(p,q)) =
—X(p,q,pq — 1), the d-invariant is equal to —2c,_1, while under a decomposition HF't(-Y) =
Ta® M, the submodule ker(U)NM is contained in a sum of subgroups having degrees —2ay_14;+
2i(i—1) wherei = 1,..., g—1. Here the nonnegative integers ay_1 > ay > g41 > - - - are defined
as follows. Let

Spg={ap+bqla,b e Z>p}
be the semigroup generated by p, g. Then by definition

=#{seN-§,,|s>j}.
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p(pk+1)—2

FIGURE 2. The plumbing graph I'; ,x11,1. Note¢* =land p* = (p — 1)k + 1

The genus g is the Seifert genus of the torus knot T'(p, ¢), namely g = %(p —1)(g—1).
The claim ¢;.q(§0) = 0in the case ¢ = kp+ 1, with p even and & odd, is therefore a consequence
of the following, whose verification we leave to the reader:

o ay_1 = §p(pk +2), so that k(&) = d(—3(p, pk + 1,p(pk + 1) — 1)).
o —20y 14+ 2i(i — 1) > —20y_ for each i.

O

3.2. Rational cuspidal curves. Here we provide some evidence for a positive answer to Ques-
tion by considering the contact type hypersurfaces in CP? arising as the boundaries of
concave neighborhoods of rational cuspidal curves.

Recall that a rational cuspidal curve is a complex algebraic plane curve C' C CP? that is ratio-
nal (topologically a sphere) and whose singularities are locally irreducible. If C' is such a curve
with singular points z1, . .., 2, having (connected) links K7, ..., K,, a neighborhood of C' can be
given a smooth description as follows. A neighborhood of each singular point is homeomorphic
to the cone, in the 4-ball, over the knot K, C S3. Take small balls around each z;, and join them by
neighborhoods of arcs in C, so that the portion of C' lying outside the resulting neighborhood is
a smooth disk meeting the boundary in the connected sum K = K # - - - #K,. A neighborhood
of C is then diffeomorphic to the result of attaching a 2-handle to B* along K with framing d?,
where d is the degree of C'. Writing IV (C) for this neighborhood, it is known that we can choose
N(C) to be concave with respect to the symplectic structure. We let Y = —9ON(C), and ¢ the
positive contact structure on Y arising from the concave structure on N (C'). The spin® structure
s¢,, is the restriction of the spin structure s, on CP? corresponding to the standard symplectic
structure, and we note c; (s,,) = ¢1(CP?).

Proposition 3.2. For a rational cuspidal curve C in CP?, let (Y, &c) be the corresponding contact type
hypersurface as above. Then H Fcq(Y, s¢.,) = 0.
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Proof. We have seen that as an oriented manifold, Y = —832 (K) where K = K #---#K,. By
the invariance of Floer homology under orientation reversal it suffices to prove the result for
the corresponding spin® structure on —Y = $%,(K). Now, the spin® structures on this surgery
manifold can be enumerated as {s;, | k € Z/d*Z} by declaring sy, to be the restriction to —Y” of the
spin® structure t;, on the neighborhood N (C') characterized by

(e1(ty), [C]) — d* =2k

(see [57], where we note that C' represents the same homology class as the union of the core of
the 2-handle with a Seifert surface for K). Since C is rational, we have Y g; = 3(d — 1)(d — 2),
where g; is the Seifert genus of the knot K; (see [5, Equation (2.1)] or [46]). Using additivity of
the Seifert genus we find

(e1(sw), [C]) — d* = 2(1 — g(K))
Thus we find that s¢, = s1_4 where g = g(K). It also follows that d*> > 2g — 2.

The results of [57] say that when n > 2¢g — 2, the Floer homology HF (S3(K), s1,) is isomorphic
to the homology of a complex A, constructed from the knot Floer complex CFK*>(K). The
latter is a doubly-filtered chain complex whose two filtrations we will indicate by ¢ and j, and
the complex Ay, is the subquotient determined by generators for which either i« = 0 and j < %,
ori < 0and j = k. Moreover, after a chain homotopy equivalence, we can assume that all
generators of CF'K*°(K) have filtrations satisfying —g < i + j < g. Finally, there is a symmetry
Ay ~ A_y, for each k, where =~ is chain homotopy equivalence.

Let B = C{i = 0} be the subquotient of CFK*°(K) determined by generators with i = 0.
Recall from [55,57]] that

e The homology of B is 1-dimensional (we work over ), equal to the Floer homology of
S3.
e The subcomplexes Fi, = C{i = 0,j < k} C B define the knot filtration on B, and the knot
Floer homology of K is the sequence of groups ffﬁ(([(, k) = Ho(Fe/ Fr—1)-
o If the knot K is fibered then dim A FK (K,g) =1.
e The invariant 7(K) € Z is defined to be the smallest integer k so that the map H,(Fj) —
H,(B) induced by the inclusion of F}, is nontrivial.
e There is a chain isomorphism U of CF K*°(K) that maps generators with bifiltration (4, j)
to those at bifiltration (i — 1,5 — 1).
Each of the knots K; is an L-space knot [34], hence is both fibered and has 7(K;) = g(K;) [4,35].
Since 7 and Seifert genus are both additive under connected sum, and the fibered property is
also preserved under connected sum, we see that K is fibered with 7(K) = g as well. We claim
that any knot with these properties has H,(A;_;) = F. Since this homology is isomorphic to
lfIF‘(Sg2 (K),s1—4), and the condition that H F,..; = 0 is equivalent to HF being one-dimensional
(for a rational homology sphere, in a given spin® structure), this will complete the proof.

Since H,(A1—4) = H,(Ay—1), we work with the latter for convenience. First we claim that un-
der the given hypotheses, H.(F4_1) = 0. Indeed, we examine the long exact sequence associated
to the inclusion F,_; < B, observing that B = F:

o= Ho(Fy1) = Ho(B) = Ho(Fy/Fg-1) — -+

Since 7(K) = g, the map H.(Fy—1) — H.(B) vanishes, while since K is fibered we have
H.(Fy/Fy-1) = HFK(K, g) = F. The claim follows since H,(B) = F as well.
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Now we examine the inclusion of C{i = —1,j = g — 1} as a subcomplex of A,_;. The quotient
is clearly identified with F,_;, giving the long exact sequence

= H(C{i=—-1,j=9g—1}) - Hi(Ag—1) = H(Fg-1) = -+ .

The map U induces an isomorphism W((K,g) =H(C{i=0,7=g}) 2 H(C{i = —1,j =
g — 1}), hence the first term above is one-dimensional. The third term vanishes by the previous
claim, hence H,(A,—1) = F as asserted. O

3.3. Brieskorn spheres in larger rational surfaces. We first observe that any Brieskorn sphere—
indeed, any suitably-oriented Seifert manifold over S?>—can be found as a contact type hypersur-
face in some positive symplectic rational surface. To do so, let Y be such a Seifert manifold and
choose the orientation so that Y is the boundary of a negative-definite plumbed 4-manifold X,
where I' is a star-shaped plumbing graph. Write m = eq(Y) for the framing of the central vertex
of I', and let F},, be a rational ruled surface containing a section (embedded symplectic sphere) of
self-intersection m. Then by repeatedly blowing up sphere fibers of F;,,, one constructs a config-
uration C of symplectic spheres in a blowup F,,, which intersect orthogonally (with respect to
the symplectic form) according to the graph I'. As a negative-definite symplectic configuration,
C has a convex neighborhood nbd(C) = X, whose boundary is a contact type hypersurface
diffeomorphic to Y. By choosing the symplectic blowups appropriately, it is easy to ensure that
the symplectic structure & on Fpy is positive. (See [61} Section 8.1] for another perspective on this
construction.)

Clearly, the construction above does not yield Xt = nbd(C') as a Weinstein domain inside Fp:
indeed, since this submanifold contains symplectic spheres, the symplectic form is not exact on
nbd(C). On the other hand, as long as m < —2, the manifold X admits Stein structures by the
procedure recalled in Section and under some circumstances this structure can be chosen
to agree near 0 X1 with the original symplectic structure (this is essentially a matter of under-
standing the contact structures induced by the two symplectic forms; we undertake a similar
construction below). In this case one can obtain a new symplectic structure &' on F,, by replac-
ing the given symplectic structure on nbc(C') with this Stein structure, and in this structure we
see that Y bounds a Weinstein domain. Necessarily by Theorem the structure &’ will no
longer be positive.

For a more concrete illustration, we construct a family of examples of symplectic structures
on large rational surfaces, which contain (suitable) Brieskorn spheres as boundaries of Weinstein
domains. This shows again that “small” is a necessary condition in Corollary 2.4 (and “positive”
is necessary in Corollary2.2). Various other examples along these lines are easy to obtain; we do
not attempt to be exhaustive.

Consider a rational unicuspidal curve, i.e. one that has just one cusp singularity, with link the
knot K C S3. We also suppose that the singularity has a single Puiseux pair, which topologically
corresponds to the case that K is a torus knot. If the curve has degree d, then a neighborhood
of C is diffeomorphic to the result of attaching a handle to B* along K with framing d?. Choose
d?+1 smooth points in C, and blow up CP? at each of these points. We can perform the blowups
symplectlcally, so as to obtain a symplectlc (or even Kéhler) form @ on the blowup CP?#(d? +

)(CP The proper transform C of C has self-intersection C' - C = —1, and its neighborhood

N(C) inside CP2#(d? + l)CP is diffeomorphic to a 4-ball with a handle attached along K with
framing —1. Now, from our assumptions, K is isotopic to a positive torus knot 7}, , for some
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p,q. Hence N (C) is diffeomorphic to the surgery manifold S (7},,), which is the Brieskorn
homology sphere X(p, ¢, pg + 1).

All positive torus knots have nonnegative maximal Thurston-Bennequin invariant, so in par-
ticular K admits a Legendrian representative K with Thurston-Bennequin number tb(K) = 0,
obtained for example by suitably stabilizing a standard representative. Thus the neighborhood

N(C) is diffeomorphic to the Stein manifold obtained by attaching a Stein 2-handle along IC,

and in particular we see N(C) admits a Stein structure. Of course, the symplectic structure wg;
associated with a Stein structure on N (C) is not equivalent to the restriction of the ambient sym-
plectic structure weymp = @| N(@E)* indeed, the curve C is symplectic for wsymp, and in particular
the cohomology class [wsymp| is nontrivial, while wg; is exact by construction. However, we have
the following.

Lemma 3.3. The neighborhood N (C') can be chosen to be symplectically convex for both wsymp and
wsy. For suitable choice of the stabilizations used to obtain the Legendrian IC, the corresponding contact

structures Egymy, and Ese on X(p, ¢, pqg + 1) = ON(C) are isotopic. Hence the forms wsymp and wsy can be
chosen to agree on a neighborhood of ON (C).

Proof. The claim that N (C') can be chosen to be symplectically convex for wsymp follows from [27,

Theorem 1.2], by resolving the singular point of C by blowups. For the remaining claims we first
briefly recall the classification of fillable contact structures on the Brieskorn homology sphere
Y (p, q,pg+1), which we have observed is the result of smooth —1 surgery on the (p, ¢)-torus knot
Tp.q- The knot T, , admits an oriented Legendrian representative X' with maximal Thurston-
Bennequin number tb(K') = pg—p—qand rot(K') = 0. In particular, any contact (—pg+p+qg—1)
surgery along K’ (smoothly, —1 surgery) produces a Stein fillable contact structure on the smooth

manifold X(p, ¢, pg + 1), each of which is filled by a Stein structure on N(C) obtained by a Stein
2-handle attachment. More precisely, such a contact surgery is realized as Legendrian surgery
on a Legendrian knot K that is obtained from K’ by pq — p — ¢ stabilizations, each of which can be
chosen to be either positive or negative. Thus there are pg — p — ¢+ 1 such Legendrians K, having
pairwise distinct rotation numbers { —pg+p+q, —pg+p+q+2,--- ,pg—p—q—2,pg—p—q} . Since
the Chern classes of the corresponding Stein structures evaluate on the handle as the rotation
numbers of Legendrian knots, by a result due to Lisca-Mati¢ [40, Theorem 1.2], the induced
contact structures are non-isotopic. This produces at least pg — p — ¢ + 1 fillable structures on
Y (p, q,pq+ 1). Finally, by [42, Theorem 1.9] for (p, ¢) = (2, 3) and [23] for general (p, ¢), we know
that X(p, ¢, pg + 1) has at most (and hence exactly) pg — p — ¢ + 1 fillable contact structures. Since

&symp 1s such a structure, we can choose the Stein structure on N(C) so that &ymp and &s¢ on

S(p,q,pg+ 1) = ON(C) are isotopic. O

As with the construction at the beginning of this section, the convexity of N(C') with respect

to @ exhibits X(p, ¢, pg + 1) as a contact type hypersurface in (CP?#(d* + 1)@2, @), which by
appropriate choices in the blowup construction we can take to be positive.

We now define a symplectic form wy on X := CP2#(d?+ 1)CP" by setting wy = weymp outside
N(C), and wy = ws; in N(C). This is a well-defined smooth symplectic form by the lemma,
and by construction X(p, ¢, pqg + 1) is a contact type hypersurface in (X, wy) whose convex side
is the Stein domain (N (C),ws;). In particular (N (C),ws;) is a Weinstein domain symplectically

embedded in (X, wp) with contact boundary (X(p, ¢, pg + 1), &st)-
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We have seen in Corollary 2.6] that X(p, ¢, pg + 1) is sultable It follows by Corollary 2.2] that

the symplectic structure wp on X = CP?#(d? + )(CP is non-positive, though a more direct
argument is possible. (Note that by Theorem [1.7] to see the non-positivity of wy it would suffice
to show only that the particular contact structure &g, on X(p, ¢, pg + 1) has ¢;eq(§st) # 0. )

Remark 3.4. There is a full topological classification of rational unicuspidal plane curves with
a single Puiseux pair, due to Ferndndez de Bobadilla, Luengo, Melle-Herndndez, and Némethi
[25]. The simplest example among the possibilities is a curve of degree 3, whose singularity
is modeled on the cone on the right trefoil 7'(2,3). This gives rise by the procedure above to

a symplectic structure wg on (CPz#lO(CiP2 containing a Weinstein domain whose boundary is
¥(2,3,7). More generally, the family of [25, Theorem 1.1(a)] gives rise by this construction to a
copy of X(d — 1,d, d?> — d + 1) that bounds a Weinstein domain in an appropriate, non-positive,

symplectic structure on CP?#(d? + 1)C7P2, for each d > 3.

3.4. Additional examples. In [50], Oba constructed an infinite family of Stein manifolds W,
with the following properties:

e Each W, is the total space of a positive allowable Lefschetz fibration over D? whose
typical fiber is a disk with 3 holes, and which has three vanishing cycles.

e The W), are contractible, and are Mazur type in the sense that they admit a handle de-
composition with a single handle of each index 0, 1, 2.

e The boundary 3-manifolds Y;, = 0W,, are mutually non-diffeomorphic.

We can embed each W,, symplectically in a rational surface by following the procedure of
[22]]: one attaches symplectic 2-handles along circles in Y;, corresponding to all of the boundary
components of the Lefschetz fiber, to arrive at a symplectic 4-manifold containing W,,, with a
genus-0 Lefschetz fibration over D? having closed fibers, and whose boundary is S! x S2. This
can be completed to a closed symplectic manifold X by adding the neighborhood of a symplectic
sphere having self-intersection 0. (Alternatively, one can use the construction of [66] to cap off
all but one boundary component of the fiber, resulting in a symplectic manifold strongly filling
(83, €41a), and complete with a neighborhood of a symplectic +1 sphere.) By the classification of
symplectic 4-manifolds containing symplectic spheres of nonnegative square [44], and since X
is simply connected, X is a rational surface. In fact, since there are three vanishing cycles in each

W,, a simple calculation in homology shows that X = CP2#3CP". We conclude:

Proposition 3.5. For each n > 1, there is a symplectic structure on X = CP2#3@2 containing a
symplectically embedded copy of the Stein manifold W,,, and in particular X contains the 3-manifold Y,
as a contact type hypersurface bounding a Weinstein domain.

As the boundary of a nontrivial Mazur manifold, Y;, never has vanishing reduced Floer ho-
mology in its unique spin® structure [15].

Clearly the same construction embeds any genus-0 positive allowable Lefschetz fibration as a
Weinstein submanifold of a rational surface. It is not hard to see that “interesting” examples (say,

those having hyperbolic 3-manifolds as boundary) embed by this construction in CP2#k@2
with k£ > 3.
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM[L.12]

4.1. Background and main argument. In this section we prove that Weinstein domains in sym-
plectic manifolds are “symplectically rationally convex” in the sense of Theorem As men-
tioned in the introduction our argument closely parallels that of Auroux, Gayet and Mohsen [3],
which itself is based on techniques of Donaldson [16]. The argument applies in all dimensions,
so we suppose (X,w) is a closed symplectic manifold of dimension 2n and W C X a Weinstein
domain. This means W is part of a tuple (W,w, ¢, V'), where we do not distinguish between w
and its restriction to . Here V' is a Liouville vector field, meaning that £y w = w, and hence the
1-form A = vy w satisfies d\ = w. We also choose an almost-complex structure J and Riemannian
metric g on X that are compatible with w.

The condition that 5-[w] € H?(X;R) lies in the image of the integral cohomology of X means
that we can find a complex line bundle L — X whose real first Chern class is ¢;(L) = 5 [w].
Fixing such L, we also choose a hermitian structure on L and a unitary connection V whose
curvature form is F = —iw. For each k > 0, we consider the bundle L& with induced metric
and connection, whose curvature is Fj, = —ikw. The almost-complex structure and connection
determine operators d and 9 on L®¥ in the usual way, and if s is a section of L®*, we can consider
the norms |s|, |ds|, |Vs|, [VVs| and so on, where the norms of derivatives involve the metric g.
As in [3] and [16], in some circumstances it is convenient to use the scaled metric g = k- g
instead, and in that case we write | - |, for the corresponding norm.

Suppose that for each k we are given a section o), of L®*. Following [3], we say that the
sequence {0y} is asymptotically holomorphic if there is a constant C' > 0 independent of k such
that

Isk| + |Vsklp + |[VVsklry < C and ‘55k|k + |V58k|k < Ck 1?2

pointwise on X, for each k. Donaldson observed that if the sequence {0} is asymptotically
holomorphic and satisfies an additional condition called uniform transversality to 0, then for all
sufficiently large k the zero locus ¥ = o} '(0) is an embedded symplectic submanifold of X.
By construction, the homology class [;] is Poincaré dual to £-[w]. Auroux, Gayet and Mohsen
showed that an isotropic submanifold L of X is symplectically rationally convex by proving
that for each p € X — L one can find a sequence {0} } that is asymptotically holomorphic and
uniformly transverse to 0, where each o (p) = 0 and furthermore each oy, is nonvanishing on
L. Our goal is similar, with the Weinstein domain W replacing the isotropic submanifold L (and
where we will have to allow the contraction of ).

The construction of the needed sections goes roughly as follows. Donaldson first observed
that the positivity of the curvature of L®* allows one to construct sections that are controllably
“close” to being holomorphic and also supported near any given point p € X. To obtain such a
section one takes a Darboux chart ¢y : B C C" — X centered at p, whose domain is a ball B of
fixed size. One can arrange that ¢ is J-holomorphic at p, and that |9 71| is bounded by a constant
independent of p, using compactness of X. One can take L®* to be trivialized over v (B), in such
a way that the connection 1-form becomes Aj, = &~ (2 dz; — zj dz;) in the chart coordinates.
Then the local section defined in B by

61(2) = e M/

is holomorphic, i.e. satisfies 0 4,0k = 0 where 9 4, is defined using the standard complex struc-
ture on C". Introduce a cutoff function j3; that vanishes at distance £~/ from 0 in C", and
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transfer the function 3,6}, to X via 1 to obtain a global section o), j, of L%k that vanishes outside
a neighborhood of p having g-diameter O(k~'/3), or equivalently g;-diameter O(k'/%). By a suit-
able scaling, we can assume that |0, ;(p)| = 1. One can show that as k increases the family {o, 1, }
is asymptotically holomorphic and is “concentrated” at p in the sense of [3] (see [16, Section 2]).

To continue, one chooses for each k a finite subset P, C X, such that the gi-unit balls centered
at points of P, cover X, but whose points are not “too clustered”—e.g., no pair of points are
within g, distance 2. Then for any collection w = {wp},cp, of complex numbers, one obtains a
section

(2) Sw = Z Wp Op,k

pEP

of L® which, as long as each |w,| < 1, Donaldson shows gives rise to an asymptotically holo-
morphic family. Donaldson further shows that by a suitable perturbation procedure, given an
asymptotically holomorphic sequence {s;}, one can make a C*-small (with respect to g;) modifi-
cation of the sections sy, so that the perturbed sequence {5} } is asymptotically holomorphic and
uniformly transverse to 0 (see also [2] and the discussion before Lemma 2 in [3]]). Our primary
goal, then, is to see that we can find an asymptotically holomorphic sequence {s;} so that |s;| > ¢
at all points of W7, for all sufficiently large ¢t and some constant c independent of k. A sufficiently
small perturbation then gives an asymptotically holomorphic and uniformly transverse family
{5} such that 5 does not vanish on W; for all sufficiently large ¢. It follows that for sufficiently
large k, the subset ¥ = sgl (0) is a symplectic submanifold Poincaré dual to % [w], which is dis-
joint from W;. This will prove Theorem except for requiring ¥ to contain a given point
P.

The essential point is to show that the coefficients of the section s,, can be chosen so that any
cancellation that occurs in the combination () is negligible over W, for large ¢t. The following
lemma is the key to making this argument; the statement is an adaptation of [3, Lemma 2].

Lemma 4.1. There exists a sequence of positive real numbers t;, — oo and a constant C > 0 such that
whenever k is a multiple of | Tor(Hy(W; Z))|, the restriction of L®* to Wy, admits a smooth unit section
Tk, having |V1y;| < C at each point of Wy, .

Note that if k satisfies the condition in the statement then L®* is topologically trivial over V.
We assume £ satisfies this condition from now on.

Granted Lemma one uses the sections 7, to fix the arguments of the coefficients w, ap-
pearing in (). More explicitly, and following [3]], for each k we let P be a finite subset of the
form P, = P, U P}/, where P} is a subset of W}, such that the g;-unit balls of radius 1 cover W;,,
and any two points of P/ are gj-distance at least Z apart, and P/’ lies in X — W;, (we suppose the
whole collection P, U P,/ satisfies the covering and non-clustered conditions over all of X). Then

we define sections
. Tk (P)
SE,Ww = § Ok.p

peP) Uk,p(p>

of L® over X, where 7} is the trivialization of L&* over W, of Lemma (Thus, the coefficients
wp = 0 when p € P}'.) The proofs of [3, Lemmas 3 and 4] carry over verbatim to this situation to
show that the section s, - is “concentrated” over W, in the sense of [3]], and in particular |sj |
satisfies a lower bound over W;, independent of k. Then replacing si by suitable C'-small
perturbations as above, we obtain the desired family {5 1 }.
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To see that we can arrange 5x v (po) = 0 for any chosen py € X — W, we argue just as in [3].
Namely, instead of the section oy ,,, supported near py we use uy, ,, = k'/?210% , Where (21, 22)
are local approximately holomorphic coordinates centered at py. Then replace {s;  } by the
asymptotically holomorphic sequence {sj w + ujp,}. For large enough k, the support of uy p,
is disjoint from W}, , and therefore taking small perturbations of the new sequence yields sym-
plectic hypersurfaces ¥, that are disjoint from W;, and pass through a point z;, that is within
gi-distance 1 of pg. We can ensure ¥;, contains py itself by applying a Hamiltonian diffeomor-
phism supported away from W;, and moving x, to po.

This completes the proof of Theorem given Lemma

4.2. Proof of Lemmaf4.1} Recall that if (W,w, ¢, V) is a Weinstein structure on W, then the skele-
ton of W is the closed subset
Skel(W) = (| W
>0

where we recall our convention that W; = &_,(W) for ¢t > 0, and ®; is the time-t flow of the
Liouville field V. By a homotopy of Weinstein structures we can assume that the flow of V' is
Morse-Smale, and then by adjusting ¢ suitably, we can suppose the critical values of ¢ occur in
increasing order of Morse index (see for example [11, Proposition 12.12, Lemma 12.20]). Under
these conditions, we have that the skeleton of W has the structure of a CW complex C' C W,
whose open cells are the descending manifolds of the critical points of ¢ [1, Section 4.9] and
which are smooth isotropic submanifolds [11, Lemma 11.13].

Lemma 4.2. Let € > 0, and U an open neighborhood of C. There exists a 1-form A\ on W such that
(1) Acisa Liouville form, i.e. d\c = won W.
(2) A\e = Xoutside U, where A = 1y w.
(3) We have |\| < e at each point of C.

In particular there is a neighborhood U, C U of C such that \c = X outside U and || < e on U.

Note that if the skeleton C is a smooth submanifold, then one can find a Liouville form as in
the statement that actually vanishes everywhere along C'. In general, however, this need not be
possible.

Proof. We begin by recalling an elementary portion of a more detailed construction from [11,
Section 12.3]. Let A and « be Liouville forms for w, and f a smooth function on W. We suppose
the support of f is contained in some open set U, and require only that « is defined on U. Finally,
assume H is a function with dH = a — X on U. Then the 1-form X given by

A=1— A+ fa+ Hdf

is easily seen to define a smooth Liouville form on W such that A = X on any open set on which
f =0,and X\ = a on any open set on which f = 1. In fact, we have A = a whenever f = 1 and
H=0.

Now suppose K C L is a compact subset of an isotropic submanifold L C W, and suppose
for convenience that the symplectic normal bundle T'L* /T'L is trival of rank 2¢. We also assume
that the given Liouville form A on W has A|;, = 0, or equivalently that the corresponding Li-
ouville vector field is tangent to L (both of these assumptions hold in our application below).
Then by standard neighborhood theorems, K has a neighborhood in W symplectomorphic to
a neighborhood of K in T*L & R?’, equipped with a standard symplectic form. In particular,
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taking coordinates {¢;} on L and corresponding coordinates {p;} in the fibers of 7L, along with
symplectic coordinates (z;,y;); on R%, the form o = — >, p; dg; + % Z§:1 (xj dy; —y; dxj) defines
a Liouville form in a neighborhood of K, which vanishes along K. Since A|;, = 0, the relative
Poincaré lemma implies that there is a function H on a neighborhood U; of K so that dH = a— A
and also H = 0 along L N U; (see, for example, [7, Proposition 6.8]). Then taking f to be a bump
function equal to 1 near K and vanishing outside U, the construction above gives a Liouville
form X such that:

(a) X = X outside U;

(b) \=aona neighborhood of K, in particular Ay =0forz e K.

© [N <|AonLNnUy

We now construct the desired form A, by inductive modification near the cells of C. Near a
0-cell ey, it is simple to apply the above construction in a Darboux chart, taking K = L = ¢y and
« a standard Liouville form vanishing at the origin. (Alternatively, since O-cells are minima of
¢ and hence by the gradient-like condition are points at which A = 0, the given Liouville form
already satisfies conditions (1) and (2) of the statement, and condition (3) on the 0-skeleton.)
Now assume that C' = Cj U ey, where e, is a k-cell attached to a subcomplex Cy C C. Suppose a
Liouville form )\ has been found such that |A\¢| < € on Cp, and \g = X outside the neighborhood
U of C. By continuity we can find an open neighborhood Uy C U of Cjy on which || < e.

Let x : D¥ — C C W be a characteristic map for ej. Writing L = x(Int(D¥)), we have by the
remarks previously that L is a smooth isotropic submanifold of W, and that A|;, = 0.

Let A = x~1(Uy) C D*. Since x(0D*) C Cy C Uy, we see that A is an open set containing
ODF. Choose a compact subset ' C Int(D¥) so that A U Int(7) = D¥, and let K = x(T) C L.
Now apply the construction from above, using the compact set K C L and a neighborhood Uy
of K in W that we may assume is contained in the given neighborhood U of C. We obtain a
Liouville form X on W satisfying the properties (a)-(c) above, which clearly also has properties
(1) and (2) of the statement. By construction the sets Cy N Uy and K cover C; on Cy N Uy we have
that |A| < |\| < ¢, while X vanishes on K. This verifies (3) of the statement, setting A, = \. O

Proof of Lemma By repeated application of Lemma[4.2} for each k we can find a Liouville form
Ai, so that |A;| < 1 on the skeleton C, and in fact a sequence of neighborhoods U; D Us O - - - of
C so that [A\y| < £ on Ug.

For each k we choose an arbitrary unitary trivializing section o, of L& (over W), and let oy,
be the corresponding connection 1-forms determined by Vo, = aj04. Observe that

day, = —ikw = —ikd\g,

so that the form «y, + ik, € QI(W; iR) is closed for each k. Note that while the Liouville forms
A vary with &, our deformation of W will be carried out using the original Liouville vector field
V.

Observe that replacing oy by poy, for a smooth function p : W — S replaces oy, by ay, + p*db.
In particular by choosing p of the form '/, we can replace oy, +ik\; by any 1-form in its de Rham
class. It is well known that on a compact Riemannian manifold W with boundary, the de Rham
cohomology is naturally isomorphic to the (finite-dimensional) space %, (W) of harmonic forms
with Neumann boundary conditions (see for example [60, Theorem 2.6.1]). Hence, adjusting
o by a topologically trivial gauge transformation e/, we can arrange that aj + ik lies in
iH L (W). Moreover, the remaining gauge action (by topologically nontrivial p) allows translation
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of ay, + ik, by any element of the image of H*(W;iZ) in iH (W). Thus by suitable choice of
the trivializations o5, we can assume that the forms «ay, + ik lie in a subset of zH}V(W) that is
bounded independent of k. With this condition, we can find a constant C’ > 0 such that there is
a pointwise bound |ay, + ik, |y < C’ over W for all k.

Next observe that the flow ®_; carries W inside any given neighborhood of the skeleton C, for
all sufficiently large ¢. In particular we can choose an increasing sequence {t; } so that ®_;, (W) C
Uy, for each k. Thus we see that both |aj, + ikAg| and |kA;| are bounded over WW;, by a constant
independent of & (in fact |kA;| < 1 on W, ), and therefore the same is true for |ay|. Since |Voy| =
|ag|, the lemma follows. O

Remark 4.3. From the proof in this section, we see that the conclusion of Theorem holds
if one assumes only that W C X is a Liouville domain admitting a Liouville field V' for which
the associated skeleton is a smooth isotropic CW complex. We do not know if such a Liouville
domain is necessarily Weinstein.

4.3. Non-integral symplectic classes. We now show how to remove the condition that 5-[w] be
an integral class, by an argument essentially the same as that in [3, Section 3.2]. More precisely,
we have:

Lemma 4.4. Let (X,w) be a symplectic 2n-manifold and W C X a Weinstein domain symplectically
embedded in X. Then there exists a symplectic form w' on X with the following properties:

(1) The class 5-[w'] is integral.

(2) W is Weinstein in (X,w'), in fact 'l = w|w.

(3) ' is a positive multiple of a form arbitrarily C°-close to w.

4) a1(X,') = 1 (X, w).

Thus, if (Y,§) is the contact boundary of a Weinstein domain symplectically embedded in a
positive symplectic 4-manifold (X*,w), then (Y,¢) also bounds a Weinstein domain in (X, ')
where - [w'] is integral (and ' is still positive).

Proof. Since w is exact on W, we see that [w] lies in the image of the homomorphism j* : H?(X, W)
H?(X) in de Rham cohomology, where j is the inclusion of X in the pair (X,W). Writing
[w] = j*[a] for a 2-form « vanishing on W, observe that we can find an arbitrarily small closed 2-
form « also vanishing on W so that 5- [« + ag] lies in the image of H?(X, W;Q) — H?*(X, W;R).
Furthermore, for any sufficiently small closed o, the form w + ag is symplectic on X. Thus the
class 5-[w + ag] = 5j*[a + ag] lies in H%(X;Q), and setting w’ = N(w + ayp) for suitable positive
integer N gives the desired symplectic form.

If J is an almost-complex structure compatible with w, then w’ admits a compatible almost-
complex structure .J' that is C°-close to .J. Since the space of almost-complex structures is locally
connected, (4) follows. O

This argument also shows that a Weinstein domain W C X always has symplectic hypersur-
faces passing through any given point in its complement after a suitable contraction. Indeed, we
replace w by w’ and J by J’ as above, and (following [3]) observe that since w(v, J'v) > 0, any
J'-holomorphic subspace of T'X is w-symplectic. Hence a sequence X, of J'-almost-holomorphic
submanifolds is w-symplectic for large enough k. Since w = w’ on W we can suppose the Wein-
stein structure on W is unchanged, so the contraction of W is not affected by the modification.
Furthermore, since the Chern class of w’ is the same as that of w, the argument using the adjunc-
tion inequality in the proof of Theorem [1.7(b) still applies to show X, - £ > max{0, 2g(3y) — 2}
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